LESSONS OF CONTEMPORARY HISTORY    77'
principle of Radicalism and of our politics, then, I do not think
that our politics differs from that of any other party, and it is.
not scientific. If that is not the case, we have no right to exist,
and I shall say again, let us part company. Those with a simple
nationalist psychosis may go to their spiritual home, and those-
with the more extreme nationalist psychosis may go to the Com--
munist Party.
Yesterday, I thought that it would be necessary to divide this,
talk in two parts, the first dealing with the facts of the situation,
and the second setting forth the conclusions regarding our ideo--
logical and theoretical equipment to be drawn from those facts.-
Towards the end of yesterday's talk, I felt that very little remai-
ned to be said. What I wanted to say regarding the ideological,
and theoretical presuppositions of revolutionary political practice,.
was outlined in course of the speech yesterday. Nevertheless,.
having said that I would continue the talk to-day, I must do so..
But in the beginning, I must tell you that there will be nothing,
new. As a matter of fact, there may be some boring repetitions.
I shall try to summarise the theoretical deductions which must,
be made from our review of the international situation. That, I
believe, is the purpose with which we have been discussing the-
international situation for the last two days.
It is necessary to re-examine our ideals and our theoretical
postulates and presuppositions from time to lime, in order to
prevent that we run after wrong ideals, and in order to guaran-
tee that we may be able to continue our advance towards the
goal of freedom.
I began my talk yesterday with the statement that, as far as
I am concerned, the ideal is neither Communism nor Social-
Democracy nor simple democracy nor again a classless society; it
is freedom. We are supposed to be committed to a materialist,
philosophy. Meterialism is antithetical to Idealism. How, then,,
can we have an ideal ? Am I not deviating from our philosophy
when I talk of an  ideal ? Some comrades raised the question
v insinuatingly.   One   frankly   disparaged   vague notions   like
freedom. I don't know what is the concrete purpose  of his^
political practice. I thought that Communism was not our end-
but a means to the end, the end being freedom. Perhaps we shall,
never attain perfect freedom; ideals are never reached; but they